
DEBRA BOW I SECRETARY OF STATE 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA [ ELECTIONS 
Goo 11th Street* a Floor I Sacramento, CA 958~4 1  el (916) 657-2166 1 Fax (916) 653-3214 ~wwwms.ea.gov 

August 19,2008 

County ClerWRegistrar of Voter (CCIROV) Memorandum #08254 
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RE: 

All County ClerkslRegistrars of Voters r 1 

Jason Heyes / 
Voting Systems Analyst 

Election Systems and Software Users: A200 Approval Letter 

Attached are the approval letters for use of the Election Systems and Software 
(ES&S) AutoMARK A200 with the ES&S Unity 2.4.3.1 voting system. If you have 
any questions, please contact me at (916) 651-9183, or via email 
jason. heyes@sos.ca.gov. 



August 15,2008 

Ms. Kathleen M o m  
Registrar of Voters 
Colusa County 
546 Jay Street, Suite 200 
Colusa, CA 95932 

Dear Ms. Mom: 

By this letter, the Secretary of State is approving the use of the AutoMARK A200 with 
the ES&S Unity Version 2 .4.3.1 voting system in the November 4,2008, election and 
subsequent elections. This approval for use of the Auto- A200 with the Unity 
Version 2.4.3.1 voting system is based on the Secretary of State's June 30,2008, 
approval of the AutoMARK A200 as part of the Uniw Version 3 .O. 1.1 voting system. 

This approval is not being granted in response to ES&S's very late written notice under 
Elections Code $19213, dated April 10,2008, of changes and modifications it had made 
to AutoMARKs sold and used in California two years earlier. As described below, by the 
time ES&S issued its April 2008 notice, the Secretary of State had already conducted 
comprehensive testing of the changed and modified AutoMARK &own as the A200) 
pursuant to ES&S' s separate, 2007 application for approval of its upgraded ES&S Unity 
Version 3.0.1,l optical scan voting system, That testing was conducted pursuant to 
Elections Code 58 19202 through 19209, not 8 1 92 1 3. Both versions of the AutoMARK 
(the original A1 00 and the modified A200) were included in ES&S's application for 
approval of the Unity Version 3.0.1.1 system. The testing incIuded full-scale functional, 
volume and security examinations of the AutaMARK A200. The results of the 
examination and testing of the AutoMARK A200 were satisf~ctory. 

Under Elections Code § 192 13, the Secretary of State may not authorize use of a changed 
and modified part of a voting system unless she has sufficient information to determine 
whether and to what degree the changes and modifications affect its accuracy and 
eficiency. Without that information, the Secretary of State must require the voting 
system to undergo the full process provided for in §§ 19202 through 19209 of the 
Elections Code. That process includes a formal application by the vendor, examination 
by the Secretary of State's experts and, if warranted, approval by the Secretary of State. 

Compared to the original AutoMARK A1 00 model, the AutoMARK A200 contained 
hundreds of significant changes and modifications, Had ES&S submitted a timely 
written notice of the changes and modifications under Elections Code 8 192 13 before the 
AutoMARK A200 had been tested pursuant to other code provisions, some amount of 
examination and testing would have been necessary for the Secretary of State to make 
threshold determinations on the effect of the changes and modifications on the accuracy 
and efficiency of the AutoMARK. 
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As noted above, the Secretary of State bad completed comprehensive examination and 
testing of the AutoMARK A200 pursuant to Elections Code 5 1 9202- 19209 before 
ES&S submitted its 5 192 13 written notice of the changes and modifications incorporated 
in the A200 model. It was therefore unnecessary to determine the nature and extent of 
examination and testing appropriate under Elections Code § 192 13 when a vendor gives 
written notice of hundreds of modifications to part of a voting system. 

If you have questions or I can be of any other assistance, please don't hesitate to call me, 
or any member of the Office of Voting Systems Technology Assessment staff, at (91 6) 
653-7244. 

Sincerely, 

Lowell Finley w 
Deputy Secretary of State 
Voting Systems Technology and Policy 

cc: Mr. Steven M. Pearson, ES&S 
Mr. John S. Groh, ES&S 



August 15,2008 

Ms. Elaine Gfnnold 
Registrar of Voters 
Marin County 
350 1 Civic Center, Room 121 
San Rafael, CA 94903 

Dear Ms. Ginnold: 

By this letter, the Secretary of State is approving the use of the AutoMARK A200 with 
the ES&S Unity Version 2.4.3.1 voting system in the November 4,2008, election and 
subsequent elections. This approval for use of the AutoMARK A200 with the Unity 
Version 2.4.3.1 voting system is baed on the Secretary of State's June 30,2008, 
approval of the AutoMARK A200 as pm of the Unity Version 3.0.1.1 voting system. 

This approval is not being granted in response to ES&S's very late written notice under 
Elections Code 192 13, dated April 10,2008, of changes ad modifications it had made 
to AutoMARKs sold and used in California two y m  earlier. As described below, by the 
time ES&S issued its April 2008 notice, the Secretary of State had already conducted 
comprehensive resting of the changed and modified AutoMARK (known as the ,4200) 
pursuant to ES&S's separate, 2007 application for approval of its upgraded ES&S Unity 
Version 3 .Om 1.1 optical scan voting system, That testing was conducted pursuant to 
Elections Code § 1 9202 through 19209, not 5 192 1 3. Both versions of the AutoMARK 
(the original A100 and the modified A200) were included in ES&S's application for 
approval of the Unity Version 3 .O. 1.1 system. The testing included full-scale functional, 
volume and security examinations of the AutoMARK A200. The results of the 
examination and testing of the AutoMARK A200 were satisfactory. 

Under Elections Code # 1 92 1 3, the Secretary of State may not authorize use of a changed 
and modified part of a voting system unless she has -cient information to determine 
whether and to what degree the changes and medications affect its accuracy and 
efficiency. Without that information, the Secretary of State must require the voting 
system to undergo the full process provided for in §§ 19202 through 19209 of the 
Elections Code. That process includes a formal application by the vendor, examination 
by the Secretmy of State's experts and, if warranted, approval by the Secretary of State, 

Compared to the original AutoMARK A1 00 model, the AutoMARK A200 contained 
hundreds of significant changes and modifications. Had ES&S submitted a timely 
written notice of the changes and modifications under Elections Code 8 1921 3 before the 
AutoMARK A200 had been tested pursuant to other code provisions, some mount of 
examination and testing would have been necessary for the Secretmy of State to make 
threshold determinations on the effect of the changes and modifications on the accuracy 
and efficiency of the AutoMARK. 
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As noted above, the Secretary of State had completed comprehensive exmination and 
testing of the AutoMARK A200 pursuant to Elections Code $8 1 9202- 1 9209 before 
ES&S submitted its $1921 3 written notice of the changes and modifications incorporated 
in the A200 model. It was therefore umecessary to determine the nature and extent of 
examination md testing appropriate under Elections Code 5 192 1 3 when a vendor gives 
written notice of hundreds of modifications to part of a voting system. 

If you have questions or I can be of any other assistance, please don't hesitate to call me, 
or any member of the Office of Voting Systems Technology Assessment staff, at (91 6) 
653 -7244. 

Sincerely, 

Deputy ~eor&ary of ~ts% 
Voting Systems Technology and Policy 

cc: Mr. Steven M. Pearson, ES&S 
Mr. John S, Groh, ES&S 



August 15,2008 

Mr. Stephen Jones 
Auditor-Controller, Recorder, Clerk 
Merced County 
2222 "M" Street 
Merced, CA 95340 

Dear Mr. Jones: 

By this letter, the Secretary of State is approving the use of the AutoMARK A200 with 
the ES&S Unity Version 2.4.3.1 voting system in the November 4,2008, eIection and 
subsequent elections. This approvaI for use of the A u t o W  A200 with the Unity 
Version 2.4.3.1 voting system is b a d  on the Secretary of State's June 30,2008, 
approval of the AutoMARK A200 as part of the Unity Version 3.0.1.1 voting system. 

This approval is not being granted in response to ES&S 's very late written notice under 
EIections Code 5 1921 3, dated April 10,2008, of changes and modifications it had made 
to AutoMARKs sold and used in California two years earlier. As described below, by ~e 
time ES&S issued its April 2008 notice, the Secretary of State had already conducted 
comprehensive testing of the changed and modified AutoMMK (known as the A2001 
pursuant to ES& S ' s separate, 2007 application for approval of its upgraded ES&S Unity 
Version 3.0.1.1 optical scan voting system. That testing was conducted pursuant to 
Elo~tions Code 8 $19202 through 1 9209, not 5 1 92 13, Both versions of the Auto= 
(the original A1 00 and the modified A200) were included in ES&S ' s application for 
approval of the Unity Version 3.0.1.1 system. The testing included full-scale functional, 
volume and security examinations of the AutoMARK A200. The results of the 
examination and testing of the AutoMARK A200 were satisfactory. 

Under Elections Code 5 1921 3, the Secretary of State may not authorize we of a changed 
and modified part of a voting system unless she has sufficient information to determine 
whether and to what degree the changes and modifications affect its accuracy and 
efficiency. Without that information, the Secretary of State must require the voting 
system to undergo the full process provided for in $8 19202 through 19209 of the 
Elections Code. That process includes a formal application by the vendor, examination 
by the Secretary of State's experts and, if warranted, approval by the Secretary of State. 

Compared to the originaI AutoMARK A1 00 model, the AutaMARK A200 contained 
hundreds of significant changes and modifications. Had ES&S submitted a timely 
written notice of the changes and modifications under Elections Code 5 19213 before the 
AutoMARK A200 had been tested pursuant to other code provisions, some amount of 
examination and testing would have been necessary for the Secretary of State to make 
threshold determinations on the effect of the changes and modifications on the accuracy 
and efficiency of the AutoMARK. 
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As noted above, the Secretary of State had comp!etcd comprehensive examination and 
testing of the AutoMAlCK A200 pursuant to Elections Code 8 $ 19202- 1 9209 before 
ES&S submitted its $1921 3 written notice of the changes and modifications incorporated 
in the A200 model. It was therefore unnecessary to determine the nature and extent of 
emination and testing appropriate under Elections Code # I9213 when a vendor gives 
written notice of hundreds of modifications to part of a voting system. 

If you have questions or I can be of any other assistance, please don't hesitate to call me, 
or any member of the 0 fflce of Voting Systems Technology Assessment st@, at (9 1 6) 
653-7244. 

Sincerely, 

Lowell Finley w 
Deputy Secretary of State 
Voting Systems Technology and Policy 

cc: Mr. Steven M. Pearson, ES&S 
Mr. John S. Groh, ES&S 



August 1 5,2008 

Mr. Lindsey Mc Williams 
Registrar of Voters 
Solano County 
675 Texas Street, Ste 2600 
Fairfield, CA 94533 

Dear Mr. McWilliams: 

By this letter, the Secretary of State is approving the use of the AutoMARK A200 with 
the ES&S Unity Version 2.4.3.1 voting system in the November 4,2008, eIection and 
subsequent elections. This approval for use of the AutoMARK A200 with the Unity 
Version 2.4.3.1 voting system is based on the Secretary of State's June 30,2008, 
approval of the AutoMARK A200 as part of the Unity Version 3.0.1 ,1 voting system. 

This approval is not being granted in response to ES&S 's very late written notice under 
Elections Code 5 1921 3, dated April 10,2008, of changes and modifications it had made 
to AutoMARKs sold and used in California two years earlier. As described below, by the 
time ES&S issued its April 2008 notice, the Secrehy of State had already conducted 
comprehensive testing of the changed and modified AutoMARK @own as the A200) 
pursuant to ES&S 's separate, 2007 application for approval of its upgraded ES&S Unity 
Version 3.0.1.1 optical scan voting system. That testing was conducted pursuant to 
Elections Code 5 $ 1  9202 through 19209, not $ 1 92 13, Both versions of the Auto= 
(the ori& A100 and the modified A200) were included in ES&S's application for 
approval of the Unity Version 3 -0.1.1 system. The testing included full-scale functional, 
volume and security exminations of the AutoMARK A200. The results of the 
examination and testing of the AutoMARK A200 were satisfactory. 

Under Elections Code 4 192 1 3, the Secretary of State may not authorize use of a changed 
and modified part: of a voting system unless she has sufficient infomation to detamine 
whether and to what degree the changes and modifications affect its accuracy and 
efficiency. Without that information, the Secretary of State must require the voting 
system to undergo the full process provided for in 19202 through 19209 of the 
Elections Code. That process includes a formal application by the vendor, examination 
by the Secretary of State' s experts and, if warranted, approval by the Secretary of State. 

Compared to the original AutoMARK A100 model, the A u t o W  A200 contained 
hundreds of significant changes and modifications. Had ES&S submitted a timely 
written notice of the changes and modifications under Elections Code 5 1921 3 before the 
AutoMARK A200 had been tested pursuant to other code provisions, some amount of 
examination and testing would have been necessary for the Secretary of State to make 
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threshold determinations on the effect of the changes and modifications on the accuracy 
and efficiency of the AutoMARK. 

As noted above, the Secretary of State had completed comprehensive examination and 
testing of the AutoMARK A200 pursuant to Elections Code §g  19202-19209 before 
ES&S submitted its 8 I9213 written notice of the changes and modifications incorporated 
in the A200 model. It was therefore unnecessary to d e k m h e  the nature and extent of 
examination and testing appropriate under Elections Code 5 192 1 3 when a vendor gives 
written notice of hundreds of modifications to part of a voting system. 

If you have questions or I can be of any other assistance, please don't hesitatt to call me, 
or any member of the Office of Voting Systems Technology Assessment staff, at (9 16) 
653-7244. 

Sincerely, 

I/ 
Lowell Fidey 
Deputy Secretary of State 
Voting Systems Technology and Policy 

cc: Mr. Steven M. Pearson, ES&S 
Mr. John S. Groh, ES&S 


